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Workshop Agenda
Board of Commissioners


February 2, 2011
 3:30 P.M.


Call to Order.


Acceptance of Agenda.


OLD BUSINESS:
1. Reconsideration of the County’s participation in a Federal program for the


reimbursement of health care expenses incurred by County employees
eligible for the post-retirement insurance benefit.


2. David Wimmer will provide input regarding the proposed East Fayetteville
Bypass Project.


3. Discussion of an appointment to the Board of Elections.


4. Further discussion of a request from Peachtree City concerning proposed
transportation projects at Crosstown Road and Peachtree Parkway and the
Gateway Bridge Multi-Use Path Project.  


5. Further discussion of the East Fayetteville Bypass (SPLOST Project No. R-8)
and its scope, status and alignment options.


NEW BUSINESS:
6. Update on the proposed Interchange Modification Report (IMR) for I-85 and


S.R. 74.


7. Consideration of request from Town of Tyrone for Road Department to
provide necessary equipment and labor for drainage and paving
improvements to 1,700 feet of Valleywood Road (from Senoia Road to
stream).


8. Consideration of a request from Town of Tyrone for Special Purpose Local
Option Sales Tax funding of a transportation scoping study along Tyrone-
Palmetto Road (SPLOST Project No. R-1).


9. Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Code of
Ordinances regarding Chapter 3 Alcoholic Beverages.


10. Discussion of the County’s Travel Policy as it relates to the reimbursement
rates for expenses incurred while traveling on official County business.


11. Consideration of a request from the new owner of the Hollingsworth House
to use County property adjacent to the Hollingsworth House for special
events.  
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST 


Department: Presenter(s):


Background/History/Details:


Wording for the Agenda:


What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?


If this item requires funding, please describe:


Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? If so, when?


Do you need audio-visual for the presentation?


 STAFF USE ONLY


Administrator's Approval


Back-up Material Submitted?


Approved by Finance


Approved by Purchasing


Reviewed  by Legal


Approved by County Clerk


Type of Request:


Staff Notes:


Meeting Date:


Commissioners Jack Krakeel, County Administrator


Reconsideration of the County's participation in a Federal program for the reimbursement of health care expenses incurred by retired 
County employees eligible for the post-retirement insurance benefit.  


As part of the Federal Government's Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act (Obamacare), a new program has been introduced by 
the Department of Health and Human Services known as the Early Retiree Reinsurance Program. The program allows eligible entities 
such as Fayette County Government to participate in a program that will reimburse the County for health care expenses incurred by 
qualified early retirees that have health care coverage provided by the County. The program allows expenses above $15,000 and not to 
exceed $90,000 to be reimbursed to the County. Recognizing that the County enacted a self-funded health care plan last year, the Board 
previously authorized staff to notify our third party administrator of the County's interest in the program. Meritain has provided an 
application to the plan for consideration by the Board of Commissioners. 


Approval to pursue the filing of an application with the Department of Health and Human Services for participation in the Early Retiree 
Reinsurance Program.


Yes


No


Yes


Yes


Not Applicable


Not Applicable


Yes


Yes


Old BusinessWednesday, February 2, 2011








COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST 


Department: Presenter(s):


Background/History/Details:


Wording for the Agenda:


What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?


If this item requires funding, please describe:


Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? If so, when?


Do you need audio-visual for the presentation?


 STAFF USE ONLY


Administrator's Approval


Back-up Material Submitted?


Approved by Finance


Approved by Purchasing


Reviewed  by Legal


Approved by County Clerk


Type of Request:


Staff Notes:


Meeting Date:


County Commissioners David Wimmer


David Wimmer would like to provide input concerning the proposed East Fayetteville Bypass Project.


Mr. Wimmer appeared before the Board of Commissioners and spoke under Public Comment at their meeting on January 13. He has 


reviewed the to-date work that has been done regarding the proposed East Fayette Bypass Project and has some input he would like to 


provide to the Board. He has talked with Phil Mallon, Director of Public Works, on numerous occasions and has attended meetings. His 


background is in high-level transportation project management, thus he has input he hopes the Board will find helpful/valuable. 


 


  


No action is required. Mr. Wimmer simply wishes to provide input for consideration.


Not applicable for this request. 


Yes Thursday, January 13, 2011


No


Yes


No


Not Applicable


Not Applicable


Yes


Yes


Old BusinessWednesday, February 2, 2011








COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST 


Department: Presenter(s):


Background/History/Details:


Wording for the Agenda:


What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?


If this item requires funding, please describe:


Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? If so, when?


Do you need audio-visual for the presentation?


 STAFF USE ONLY


Administrator's Approval


Back-up Material Submitted?


Approved by Finance


Approved by Purchasing


Reviewed  by Legal


Approved by County Clerk


Type of Request:


Staff Notes:


Meeting Date:


Commissioners Commissioner Hearn


Discussion of an appointment to the Board of Elections.  


The Board of Elections is made up of three persons. 


 


One appointee is nominated by the Democratic Party; 


One appointee is nominated by the Republican Party; 


One position is appointed by the Governing Authority (Board of Commissioners). 


 


The term for the seat appointed by the Board of Commissioners expired on January 31, 2010. However, the incumbent member has 


continued to fulfill the duties of that position.


Make an appointment to the Board of Elections.


Not Applicable


Not Applicable


Yes


Yes


Old BusinessWednesday, February 2, 2011









COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST 


Department: Presenter(s):


Background/History/Details:


Wording for the Agenda:


What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?


If this item requires funding, please describe:


Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? If so, when?


Do you need audio-visual for the presentation?


 STAFF USE ONLY


Administrator's Approval


Back-up Material Submitted?


Approved by Finance


Approved by Purchasing


Reviewed  by Legal


Approved by County Clerk


Type of Request:


Staff Notes:


Meeting Date:


Public Works Phil Mallon & Dave Borkowski


Further discussion of a request from Peachtree City concerning proposed transportation projects at Crosstown Road and Peachtree 


Parkway and the Gateway Bridge Multi-Use Path Project.  


Peachtree City officials came before the Board of Commissioners at the December 1 Workshop. This is a followup discussion. 


 


Consideration of using Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax Funds for this project.


Yes Wednesday, December 1, 2010


Yes


Yes


Yes


Not Applicable


Not Applicable


Yes


Yes


Old BusinessWednesday, February 2, 2011























Peachtree City “At-Risk” 
Transportation Projects


Request for funding 
from Fayette County


Part Deux







Background


• The ARC recently developed “At Risk”


 
projects in reviewing all 


 projects for Plan 2040.  (City and County Staff met with ARC on 


 9/22/2010)


• “At Risk”


 
projects are projects that have phases that have been 


 delayed multiple times and/or have funding shortfalls


• They are at risk of losing Federal Funding and coming off the TIP


• ARC requested a decision from Peachtree City on project viability 


 by December 2010







Background


• Peachtree City had several “At Risk”
 


projects:
– TDK Boulevard Extension
– Cooper Circle to BSC Path
– Peachtree Parkway at Crosstown Drive 


 Intersection
– Crosstown Drive Widening
– Gateway Bridge







Background


• After careful consideration of available 
 funding and overall benefit, all at‐risk projects 


 have been canceled except for:


– Gateway Bridge Project


– Crosstown and Peachtree Parkway Intersection







Background


• Peachtree City presented funding request to Fayette 
 County Board of Commissioners at December 1, 


 2010 workshop.
– County agreed to fund $25,000 towards developing 


 additional concepts for Crosstown/Peachrtee


 
Parkway 


 intersection
– County also requested additional information on both 


 projects before rendering final opinion.


• The City was notified on January 24, 2011 that 
 federal matching Construction funding is no longer 


 available.







Gateway Bridge Project


• Multi‐use path and bridge project


• Located in west side of Peachtree City on SR 54


• Path and bridge will provide more direct 
 connection to commercial and recreational 


 area on south side of SR 54


• Provide a “Gateway”
 


feature into the City







Gateway Bridge Project


• “Gateway Feature”







Gateway Bridge Project


• General 
Location







Gateway Bridge Project


• Specific 
Area 







Gateway Bridge Project


• Path 
Overview







Gateway Bridge Project


• Project 
Concept 
Drawing







Gateway Bridge Project


• Additional Data Requested:
– Path usage counts


– # Homes in the area







Gateway Bridge Project


• Path usage 
 counts


• DRAFT Slide: Will 
 be revised prior 


 to workshop







Gateway Bridge Project


• Count Summary:
• DRAFT Slide: Will 


 be revised prior 
 to workshop







Gateway Bridge Project


• Homes in 


 Area:


– 1,311 
 Single 
 Family


– 399 
 Apts.







Gateway Bridge Project


• Cost Estimate:
– $1,681,762 Cost to complete design, construction


• Cost of current concept.  Timber approaches could reduce 


 costs.


– $134,000 budgeted in City SPLOST for design, permitting


– $0 available in grants (LCI) ($518,400 No longer available)


– $1,547,762 balance needed (Previous balance was $1,029,362)







Gateway Bridge Project


• Current Status:
– Concept report and environmental report 


 approved


– Project has been stalled due to lack of 
 construction funding, and stormwater
 


drainage 
 issues


– If additional funding approved from County; City 
 plans to award design to new transportation 


 consultant for completion







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


• This intersection is a proposed capacity 
 Project


• Existing Level of Service is “E”
 


in PM peak
– Eastbound direction backs up significantly







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


• General Location


Site







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


Existing 
Configuration


• Specific 
Area







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


Proposed 
Configuration


• Current Proposed project 
scope will:


– Add left and right 
turn lanes on 
Crosstown


– Right turn lanes on 
Peachtree Parkway


– Signalization







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


• Costs:
– $92,000 needed for PE


– $67,000 needed for R/W


– $1,059,529 needed for CST


– $0 in TIP for CST ($444,000 no longer avail.)


– $1,218,529   balance needed ($774,529 previous balance needed)


– Project is not City SPLOST funded; however on County SPLOST list







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


• Current Status:
– Traffic study completed 


• Signal and turn lanes warranted under existing conditions
• Not include potential traffic from TDK Extension into Coweta


– Concept report approved
• Signal with additional turn lanes
• Design incomplete


– Completed alternative analysis for right‐turn lanes and 


 roundabout







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


• Right Turn 
 Lanes


• Roundabout
• DRAFT Slide: Will 


 be revised prior 
 to workshop







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


• Summary of impacts:
• DRAFT Slide: Will 


 be revised prior 
 to workshop







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


• Summary of Level of Service (LOS):


(2007 non‐inflated)


(w/right‐turn bypass lane)







Crosstown @ Peachtree Pkwy


• Summary of Costs:


– $##### for
 


Right
 


Turn Lanes w/one left extension only 
• Includes PE, R/W, CST


– $###### for
 


Roundabout
• Includes PE, R/W, CST


– $ 1,218,529 for Original Concept (Various Turn 
 Lanes/Signal)


• Includes PE, R/W, CST


• DRAFT Slide: Will 
 be revised prior 


 to workshop







Summary


• Peachtree City feels that these are worthwhile projects to pursue


• Peachtree City does not have necessary funds to complete design 


 and construction


• Peachtree City respectfully requests balance needed to come from


 County 70% SPLOST


• City will enter into inter‐governmental agreement with County Board 


 if approved
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST 


Department: Presenter(s):


Background/History/Details:


Wording for the Agenda:


What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?


If this item requires funding, please describe:


Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? If so, when?


Do you need audio-visual for the presentation?


 STAFF USE ONLY


Administrator's Approval


Back-up Material Submitted?


Approved by Finance


Approved by Purchasing


Reviewed  by Legal


Approved by County Clerk


Type of Request:


Staff Notes:


Meeting Date:


Public Works / SPLOST Phil Mallon & David Jaeger


Continued discussion of the East Fayetteville Bypass (SPLOST Project No. R-8) and its scope, status and alignment options.  


At the January 2011 Workshop staff presented an overview of the EFB, including the project history, current alignment options, and a 


summary of the August 2010 Corridor Configuration Study.  The purpose of this presentation is to respond to the questions raised during 


the January meeting and further discuss the following topics: 


 


1)  A summary of impacts associated with each alignment option, including ROW, intersections, access and environmental; 


2)  Funding; and 


3)  The norther terminus at SR 85 / SR 279. 


No action.  The presentation is for informational purposes only.


No funding is required at this time.


Yes January 5, 2011


Yes


Yes


No


Not Applicable


Not Applicable


Yes


Yes


Old BusinessWednesday, February 2, 2011





